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FALCO EXILIS TEMMINCK1830; PROPOSEDINVALIDATION
UNDERTHE PLENARYPOWERSIN ORDERTO CONSERVE

ACCIPITER RUFIVENTRIS SMITH, 1830 (AVES). Z.N.(S.) 1956

By P. A. Clancey {Durban Museum: Chairman, S.A.O.S. List Committee), and

the following members of the said Committee: R. K. Brooke (Salisbury,

Rhodesia), R. Liversidge (Alexander McGregor Memorial Museum, Kimberley),

Gordon Maclean {Zoology Dept., University of Natal, Pietermaritzburg),

R. H. N. Smithers (National Museums of Rhodesia, Salisbury), and J. M.
Winterbottom (Percy FitzPatrick Institute of African Ornithology, Rondebosch,

Cape).

1. This application is designed to preserve the name of the Redbreasted

Sparrowhawk of the Ethiopian Region currently known as Accipiter rufiventris

Smith, 1830, a rather sparse predator but one which is treated in all the standard

texts on southern and eastern African birds. The reason for the proposed

invaUdation o{ Falco exilis Temminck, 1830, is that we believe that a change of

name for this sparrowhawk at this date would be destructive of stability and

resuh in no little confusion with regard to the past literature, which is now
quite extensive.

2. The apphcants of this petition are convinced that a change of name in

the case of the African Redbreasted Sparrowhawk can only be prevented by the

use of the plenary powers so as to preserve the current usage of Accipiter

rufiventris Smiih, 1830.

The combination Accipiter rufiventris and its attribution to Smith have

been used more or less consistently for this species of sparrowhawk over the

past century and more. In support of this we hst some of the major texts on

Ethiopian Region birds and on birds of prey in which this name is used

:

Layard and Sharpe, Birds of South Africa, 1875-1884, p. 22.

Reichenow, Die Vogel Afrikas, vol. i. 1901, p. 560.

Stark and Sclater, Birds of South Africa, vol. iii, 1903, p. 350.

Sclater, Systema Avium Aethiopicarum, part i, 1924, pp. 68, 69.

Swann, Monograph of the Birds of Prey, vol. i, 5, 1926, p. 312.

Peters, Check-List of Birds of the World, vol. i, 1931, p. 220.

Chapin, Birds of the Belgian Congo, part i, 1932, p. 636.

Jackson, Birds of Kenya Colony and the Uganda Protectorate, vol. i, 1938,

p. 209.

Roberts, Birds of South Africa, 1940, p. 61.

Mackworth-Praed and Grant, Birds of Eastern and North Eastern Africa,

vol. i., 1952, pp. 202, 203.

McLachlan and Liversidge, Roberts' Birds of South Africa, 1957, p. 81.

Mackworth-Praed and Grant, Birds of the Southern Third of Africa, vol. i,

1962, p. 179.

Traylor, Check-list of Angolan Birds, 1963, p. 39.

Clancey, Catalogue of the Birds of the South African Sub-Region, part i, 1965,

p. 252.
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Brown and Amadon, Eagles, Hawks and Falcons of the World, vol. ii, 1968,

p. 482.

S.A.O.S. List Committee, Check List of the Birds of South Africa, 1969, p. 46.

etc., etc.

3. Accipiter rufiventris was the combination adopted by Smith when he
dealt with this sparrowhawk in his paper on South African raptors in the South

African Quarterly Journal, first series, 1830 (for April-June), page 231, and
again in the same journal for April-June, 1834, page 281. It is clear that Smith
did not actually intend to propose a name for the South African bird, but simply

employed Daudin's Falco rufiventris, 1800, for it. This fact has recently been
pointed out by Mees, Zool. Meded. Rijksmus. Nat. Hist. Leiden, vol. 42, No. 14,

1967, p. 144, who writes as follows (in translation):

"2. Accipiter exilis (Temminck)
Temminck (1830) described this species under the name Falco exilis and
almost simultaneously Smith (1830) referred to it as Accipiter rufiventris.

Later, Schlegal (1862) and Sharp (1874), apparently without any thorough
investigation as to priority, accepted the former name to be equivalent to

the latter, and since then the name Accipiter rufiventris Smith has been applied

to this African sparrowhawk. Temminck's name was pubhshed on 8th May,
1830 (Mathews, 1925), while Smith's work appeared in the April to June
issue of the South African Quarterly Journal, and as a more exact dating is

not possible, June must be adhered to as the date of publication. Therefore

Temminck's name has priority.

I would not have discussed this matter were it only a case of doubtful

priority. However, the name employed clearly shows that Smith had no
intention of describing a new species or of proposing a new name, and he

clearly believed the bird he was dealing with was identical with Falco rufi-

ventris Daudin (1800 : 86). Under the species he quotes:

"Falco rufiventris, Latham's History of Birds, vol. 1, p. 284.- Daud. Orn.

torn. 2, p. 86.- Epervier bleuatre, Voy. d'Azara, 3, No. 26."

In addition he says:

"This appears to agree with the description of the Falco rufiventris of Shaw,

and, though he describes his bird as being a native of Cayeruie, it might

possibly have been obtained from the Cape, or the species may be an

inhabitant of both countries."

There is, therefore, no doubt that the name Accipiter rufiventris Smith is

invalid in zoological nomenclature, and that it is based on an erroneous

assumption. Falco rufiventris Daudin has apparently been overlooked

completely in later literature, and it is still not clear to me which species is

being referred to."

While the apphcants are in agreement with Mees' view that Smith did not in

fact describe and name the Redbreasted Sparrowhawk of Africa, the fact remains

that in all the standard works on African birds and the birds of prey he (Smith)

is both credited with having described the species and proposed the name it now
universally bears. Mrs. B. P. Hall, of the Bird Room, British Museum (Natural

History), London, has kindly drawn our attention to the fact, overlooked by
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Mees, that Smith after citing the Sparrowhawk in 1830 and 1834 as Accipiter

nifiventris Latham, in his Illustr. Zool. South Afr., Aves, pi. 93, 1844, cites it as

Accipiter rufiventris Smith, with Falco exilis Temminck as a synonym. It

would seem that in the ten year interval he had realised that rufiventris, ascribed

by him to Latham, was not the same bird as his; furthermore he believed his

1830 description could be regarded as a valid description of a new species,

although not intended as such at the time. Of course he may have written a

note to this effect between 1834-44, but his deplorable habit of putting scientific

notes in the press may have caused many to be lost.

Warren, Type-specimens of Birds Brit. Mus. {Nat. Hist.), vol. i, 1966, pi. 255

shows that there is a Syntype of Accipiter rufiventris Smith in the British Museum
(Nat. Hist.). B.M. Reg. No. 1845. 7.6.184. This, one of Smith's original

specimens, was purchased from the describer. It may be accepted as the type of

the species.

4. In resolving the nomenclatural impasse arising from the publication of

Mees' communication of 1967, two necessary steps require to be taken. Firstly,

it will be necessary to request the I. C.Z.N, to exercise its Plenary Powers in order

to suppress Falco exilis Temminck, 1830, which has, according to Mees, priority

over Accipiter rufiventris Smith of the same year, and, secondly to rule that

although he (Smith) did not intend to do so, he did in fact establish a new

nominal species when he pubUshed Accipiter rufiventris complete with a diagnosis

in Latin and topographical ascription* of "the South-east coast (of South

Africa) ... the neighbourhood of Baviaans River, and from the country towards

the southern branches of the Orange River . . . also (from) . . . near Con-

stantia . . . and Cape Town", in the South African Quarterly Journal, first

series, 1830 (April-June), p. 231.

5. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature accordingly

is requested

:

(1) to use its plenary powers:

(a) to suppress the specific name exilis Temminck, 1 830, Planch.

Color., livr. 84, pi. 496, as published in the binomen Falco

exilis, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those

of the Law of Homonymy;
(b) to rule that the specific name rufiventris Smith, 1830, 5. Afr.

quart. J. (1) 1830 (April-June) : 231, as published in the binomen

Accipiter rufiventris, is to be regarded as available even though

Smith had no intention of pubhshing a new name;

(2) to place the specific name exilis Temminck, 1830, as pubUshed in the

binomen Falco exilis (as suppressed under the plenary powers above) on the

Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology;

(3) to place the specific name rufiventris Smith, 1830, as pubUshed in the

binomen Accipiter rufiventris. on the Official List of Specific Names
in Zoology.

* Citation of a locality or localities is irrelevant to the availability or non-availability of a

name. Editor.


